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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lecheler 
et al (U.S. 6,425,008). 

As per claim 1, Lecheler teaches a method for identifying the source of an event in a 
computer network, comprising the steps of: associating an identifier tag with an event occurring 
within the computer network, wherein the identifier tag uniquely identifies at least one collection 
computer monitoring the event based on a domain name (column 2, lines 47-54; column 4, lines 
30-40); receiving, in at least one management computer, information from the at least one 
collection computer that includes the identifier tag (column 6, line 66 - column 7, line 5); 
deriving, by the at least one management computer, an identification of the at least one collection 
computer from the identifier tag based on the domain name (column 4, lines 47-57; column 4, 
line 66 - column 5, line 5; column 6, line 66 - column 7, line 5); and identifying to a user the 
source of the event using the identification of each collection computer (column 5, lines 7-9, 63- 
66; column 6, line 66 - column 7, line 5). 

As per claim 2, Lecheler teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the identifier tag is a 
name of the at least one collection computer (column 4, lines 49-52). 
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As per claim 3, Lecheler teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of deriving 
comprises the step of: maintaining within the at least one management computer a database of 
identification information associated with identifier tags (figure 3; column 5, line 66 - column 6, 
line 4). 

As per claim 6, Lecheler teaches the method of claim 1, comprising the steps of: 
managing, by the collection computer, at least one network object (figure 1; column 3, lines 57- 
60; column 4, lines 19-21); and resolving, by the collection computer, a network address of each 
network object into a resolved network address included in the information received at the at 
least one management computer (column 4, lines 47-49; column 5, lines 5-8). 

As per claim 7, Lecheler teaches a system for identifying the source of an event in a 
computer network, comprising: a plurality of collection computers, wherein an identifier tag 
uniquely identifies each collection computer based on a domain name, and wherein the identifier 
tag is associated with an event occurring within the computer network (figure 1; column 2, lines 
52-54; column 4, lines 28-34); at least one management computer for receiving information from 
the plurality of collection computers that includes the identifier tag, wherein each management 
computer derives an identification of each collection computer from the identifier tag based on 
the domain name (figures 1, 4a, and 4b; column 4, lines 47-57; column 4, line 66 - column 5, 
line 5); and means for identifying to a user the source of the event using the identification of each 
collection computer (column 5, lines 7-9, 63-66). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lecheler. 

As per claim 4, Lecheler teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of identifying 
comprises the step of: displaying to the user the identification of the at least one collection 
computer (column 4, lines 32-34). Lecheler does discuss the display of a network address of a 
network element that generated an event, but chooses not use it in the invention. Instead, 
Lecheler teaches the display of a resolved network address of a network element that generated 
an event, as it would be more convenient to convert these network addresses into unique domain 
identifiers for efficient identification (column 6, lines 13-25). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious at the time of the invention to include displaying the network address of a network 
element that generated an event, as it is a different option of displaying the required information. 

As per claim 5, Lecheler teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of identifying 
comprises the step of: mapping each collection computer to a group of collection computers 
using the identifier tag (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 1). Lecheler does discuss the 
identification to the user the source of the event using the group of collection computers (column 
6, lines 5-12). Using the network address of a network element that generated the event, to 
identify the source of the event to the user, would have been obvious by the same argument as 
claim 4. 



Application/Control Number: 09/838,205 
Art Unit: 2145 



Page 5 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed June 7, 2005 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

a. Applicant asserts that the derivation by the management computer of an identification 
of at least one collection computer based on a domain name is not taught. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. In Lecheler's column 2, lines 46-56, the level one manager, or collection computer, 
generates a unique error message based on a domain name and sends it to a level two manager. 
This level two manager is coupled to an operator console, which then receives an error message, 
on which there is a domain name, and an identification of the level one manager. Based on this 
error message, "the operator utilizes the level one manager identifier and level two manager 
identifier in order to locate the appropriate level one manager (column 6, lines 64-66)." As the 
error message is made based on a domain name, this act constitutes the deriving of an 
identification by a management computer, of the collection computers from the identifier tag. 
The operator then identifies the source of the event using the collection computer's 
identification. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is 571/272-3881. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571/272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Tanim Hossain 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 




